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The authors regret that there is an error in lines 617–622 of the R script (coinfection updated.r; Supplemental Data). Namely, the list
f parameters ‘pars0’ used in the calculation should have been ‘pars1’ in all instances. This resulted in a small error in the ﬁrst sensitivity
nalysis in Section 4.2. Speciﬁcally, the third sentence should read:
“Power ranged from 13.5% (for OR=1.2) to 99.5% (for OR=3.0)”.
This error also affects Fig. 4; however the revised ﬁgure is visually indistinguishable from the original.
There is also a typographical error in the left hand side of Eq. (4). Speciﬁcally, it should read:
X|rj=
ˆ
r
[P[Yj > 0|˛j, ˇ, X1j, ....., Xnjj]], (4)where the expectation is taken conditional on the average individual prevalence for F. hepatica,
ˆ
r. The two instances of ‘˛j ’ in the
ntegrand of the proceeding equation (that followed after averaging over the random effects and sample size distributions) should have
een written as ‘u’. This does not affect the calculation of the random effects parameters. The authors would like to apologise for any
nconvenience caused.
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